
PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS

APRIL 1, 2013
6:30 P.M.

AGENDA

I. CALL TO ORDER

II. CONSENT AGENDA
A. Minutes (page 1)

III. NEW BUSINESS
A. Lot Split Request - Pay Del Co - Valley Industries (page 4)
B. Variance Request - Paynesville Arch, LLC (page 13)

IV. OLD BUSINESS
A. Opportunity Park 2nd Addition - Preliminary Plat (page 24)

V. INFORMATIONAL
A. Next Meeting - Monday, May 6, 2013 at 6:30 p.m. - Just a

reminder we meet twice a month (first & third Monday) May 
September; only if necessary.

B. Building Inspection Services Invoice - Not available at the
time this agenda was published.

C. Building Inspection Report - Not available at the time this
agenda was published.

VI. ADJOURN

Please contact Renee Eckerly at 320-243-3714 ext. 227 or at
renee@paynesvillemn.com if you can't attend the meeting.

Members: Dan Roberts, Darlene Loven, Ron Mehr, Bob McDaniel, and Don Mayer.
Advisory Member: Renee Eckerly

This agenda has been prepared to provide information regarding an upcoming meeting of
the Paynesville Planning Commission. This document does not claim to be complete and is
subject to change.

BARRIER FREE: All Paynesville Planning Commission meetings are accessible to the
handicapped. Attempts will be made to accommodate any other individual need for special
services. Please contact City Hall (320) 243-3714 early, so necessary arrangements can
be made.



REQUEST FOR COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL NAME: Planning Commission

Committee/Council Meeting Date: April 1, 2013

Agenda Section: Consent

Originating Department: Administration

Item Number: II - A

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Minutes

Prepared by: Staff

COMMENTS:

Please review the minutes from the March 4, 2013 Planning Commission meeting.

ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS:

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION:

Motion to approve the minutes from the March 4, 2013 Planning Commission meeting.
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MINUTES
PLANNING COMMISSION

MARCH 4, 2013

Chairman Dan Roberts called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. Members present were
Darlene Loven, Donavan Mayer, Ron Mehr, and Bob McDaniel. Also present were Renee
Eckerly, City Administrator; Ashley Alsum, Cable Coordinator; Doreen Miller, Joe Miller, Robert
Meyer, Ralph Meyer, Mark Fenske, and Brian Savage.

Motion was made by Mayer to approve the minutes of the February 4, 2013
Planning Commission Meeting. Seconded by Loven and unanimously carried.

OPPORTUNITY PARK 2ND ADDITION - CONCEPT PLAN

The Commission reviewed the layout and Eckerly reported on the Council's desire to plat the
remaining property.

Motion was made by McDaniel to approve the Opportunity Park 2nd Addition
Concept Plan and recommend such to the City Council. Seconded by Loven and
unanimously carried.

BUILDING INSPECTOR RFP

Eckerly reported on the Council's desire to look for a new inspector. At the February 7, 2013
Special City Council- Goals & Objectives Meeting the Council requested that Building Inspector
Request For Proposals (RFP's) be put on a future agenda to discuss proceeding with the RFP's
for Building Inspection Services. At the February 27,2013 City Council meeting a motion was
passed unanimously to proceed with Building Inspector RFP's. The Request for Proposal that
was utilized in January 2012 was reviewed for any changes. The Commission discussed the
pervious response to the last RFP. There is a need to include a letter in the RFP that sells the
community.

Motion was made by Loven to proceed with Building Inspector RFP's. Seconded
by Mayer and unanimously carried.

Roberts recessed the Planning Commission meeting at 6:35 p.m. and opened the Re-Zoning
Public Hearing.

RE-ZONING REQUEST - PAY DEL CO - VALLEY INDUSTRIES BUILDING

A Re-Zoning application from Pay Del Co requesting to re-zone Lot 1, Block 1, River Park Estates
from A-1 Agriculture to 11 Light Industrial so that Valley Industries may construct a warehouse on
this property was reviewed. Roberts read the Linda Holper email. Doreen Miller read her email
against the request as well as a petition. Savage explained that Valley Industries has been in the
community for 15 years. They have grown and are leasing two other buildings. They will continue
to rent from Nelson Plastics and plan to build a 60,000 square foot building. Greg Spanier will be
purchasing two acres from this parcel.
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Savage described the intent of the lot split (the land directly behind the Schmidt's & LaPlant
property would be split off). Truck traffic and hours of business (7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.at the
longest) was discussed. UPS would be twice a day and semi traffic varies with the winter being
the busiest season at 6 - 8 trucks per day. The setback between residential and industrial is 20
feet. Ways to configure the building was discussed. The Miller's requested the loading dock be
put in the back of the building, but that was determined to be an un-efficient location. Eckerly
explained that Kathy Korte, Stearns County Assessor would not decreased the value of the
Miller's property due to this property being Industrial. Fenske questioned the current zoning and
the City's plan to clean up properties in the area.

McDaniel stated that the Industrial Park is there and is going to continue to move west. He
respects the private property owners and would like to know how to accommodate both
residential and industrial in this area as both are important. There was some discussion on
utilities and traffic. Savage would like to have frontage as this is a $2 million dollar development.

Joe Miller questioned having a different road to access this property; near the Stang property.
Eckerly explained that the road would have to be 66 feet and asphalt and utilities installed
which would be very costly. Other industrial property owners don't want to share the cost to
develop Bruce Stang's private driveway. Savage understood the Miller's concerns as residents
don't want to hear continual beeping. Mayer stated that according to the Comprehensive Plan
this property is zoned industrial. He also has a loading dock in his back yard and he does not
hear the beeping noises. It is inevitable that the Industrial Park was going to grow and it was
going to grow here. McDaniel asked if there were opportunities for alternatives. McDaniel
would prefer the Commission not make any decision today. McDaniel suggested the City pay
'for the utilities. Roberts interjected that the best use for the land is to re-zone it Industrial.
Mayer stated that if the re-zone is delayed the project would be delayed and Valley Industries
could go somewhere else to build. Savage stated that he doesn't own the land as the purchase
is contingent on the re-zoning.

There being no further comments or questions, Roberts closed the Public Hearing at 7:03 p.m.
and re-opened the regular Planning Commission meeting.

Motion was made by Mayer to approve the Report & Recommendation Of
Planning Commission Regarding Request For Re-Zoning and recommend such to
the City Council. Seconded by Mehr and passed 4:1 (Roberts, yes; Mehr, yes;
Loven, yes; Mayer, yes; and McDaniel, no).

NEXT MEETING

The next meeting is scheduled for April 1, 2013.

BUILDING PERMIT REPORTS

Eckerly explained that the City has not paid the Building Inspection Services bills for a few
months due to incorrect charges and no one will return her calls to get them corrected.

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 7:30 p.m.



REQUEST FOR COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL NAME: Planning Commission

Committee/Council Meeting Date: April 1, 2013

Agenda Section: New Business

Originating Department: Administration

Item Number: 111- A

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Lot Split Request - Pay Del Co - Valley Industries

Prepared by: Staff

COMMENTS:

Please review the attached Lot Split Application submitted by Pay Del Co for the purpose of
splitting Lot 1,. Block 1, River Park Estates into two lots zoned 11 Light Industrial.

As you will read in Attorney Spooner's email the Commission mayor may not want to include
conditions on the proposed lot split. A Report & Recommendation Of The Planning
Commission On Lot Split Application is attached for your consideration if conditions are
necessary they will need to be added to the document.

ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS:

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION:

Motion to approve the Report & Recommendation Of The Planning Commission On Lot Split
Application.
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Parcel No.: _JL::!.~~•..!:o!:3~q-S..=.=.1o1.:....!.~D:.:():.=ro:=::.-__

Addition: "'''''lev pos~ E$~bBlock:Legal Description: Lot:

Telephone No.:

CITY OF PAYNESVILLE
LOT SPLIT APPLICATION

221 Washburne Ave. - Paynesville, MN 56362
Phone: 320-243-3714"" Fax: 320-243-3713

U~~IPro~~o~effi:_~~~~=~~~~'~~~'~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Contact person:._--'t1;....;a..:--'rr_\..._CJ_~__F1_~_~.-;O:;...e_I[s.. _

Address: _--:d::......:.O--:l_...:..W-.::o.::;;;.;:9'\~b~l,\~vV\!....:.:e::::.-..:..Pt.:....!.\).=::..e _

d'f3 - Blf-=B~=---__

1.

ZONE:

EXISTING USE OF PROPE~TY: I
. wltl be ;'i"1 ~nrJttgrJ(;

Applicatio.-. Fee: $50.00
(administrative review) plus $120.00
(if public hearing is needed) $170.00
(total) (non-refundable) These are the
fees incurred per document: Advertising
$48.00 (average), Recording $46.00

REASONS SUPPORTING THE PROPOSED SPLIT: (actual), Postage $33.00 (average),

~
. I lb' ,:\ I ",._ ...L v ~ Legal $123.00 (average. totaling $250.00 .eva /OCO- /).5"I1eS~.5 waLl (J I JU:- l..O e,..l)QJf1 ... ~ ~\__'" \ •.. L. ... \. I'O~ ~~

\ IV\:' 0 -, t'lC: I f\.~y,.~IV \~ po-.y~
DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST: (use separate sheet if needed) S \te. The sf'~~ wou,\O o.Cc.b~G\()~().k ..

Sf la:, Ltd: i} Bloc.~J ~i'1e'l' fcw~ ~~tC9...~~ -the~.
,",i~ +\O() P~I( c..e.\~. See ~+\-<t.L~e~.

DRAWING OF PROPOSED LOT SPLIT: (use separate sheet)

Application Must Include:
o Illustrated description of the site to be split showing the original lot and proposed division.
o Description of any site or sites to which the split is to be added to.
o A scale drawing showing the location of any and all buildings on the site proposed to be split and any contiguous sites.
o A scale drawing showing the location of any proposed new buildings.
o Legal description from abstract.
o Any written or graphic data required by the City Administrator.

--_ _-_..------_ ----- _-----_ _------------------ __ -----------_ _---_ __.._--_ -_ _ _--..-----------
For office use only:

Approved Denied Date:

Denied Date:

Check No. \ \0 l Date Paid :3. Z).t3

Council Set Public Hearing Date: U-. lD· I f
Council Makes Determination Date: 5 . _.l"5

PLANNING COMMiSSION ACTION:
Recommended to Council Approved
CITY COUNCIL ACTION:

Application Fee: (non-refundable)
For office use only: Cash _

Present To Planning Commission o...~te: 4. \ .,~
Council Public Hearing Date: ~ '6 • 13

(,'.4..s-~fV'
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PROPOSEO lEGAL OESCRIPTlON:
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314.00 let!t;· thence South 00 degrtteS 39 minutes 05
seconds cost ccnt/nulng along sold $Quth IIn~, "
dislance of B.OD feat; thencs SQuib 89 degTaas 26
mfnules 12 seconds Wet contInuIng o/ang sold south
IInt!o 0 dfsttmctl of 175.00 feet; thenett Norlh 00
degf'eeS 39 mlnutes 05 seconds West along 0 weslerly
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point o( beginnIng.
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Jennifer Welling

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Jennifer:

William Spooner [fs-Iaw@clearwire.net]
Monday, March 25, 2013 9:47 AM
Jennifer Welling
Pay-Del-Co Lot Split Documents
PAY.DEL.CO.LOTSPLlT.REP.REC.doc; PAY.DEL.CO.LOTSPLlT.RESOLUTION.doc

Attached is a draft of a Report & Recommendation and a Resolution granting a lot split

As we discussed briefly, I do not think that it would be unreasonable or inappropriate ifPlanning wished to
amend their report to include a conditional provision making the split conditional on doing some screening or
something as simple as complying with the requirements of the ordinance for screening between an industrial
and residential lot, but I don't think it is necessary to do since the requirement is already in the zoning
ordinance, but if it is something that they would like to include, it certainly could be modified to do that.

On Page I of the Report & Recommendation, you will see that the there is a blank for the number of acres that
make up the overall plat of Lot I, Block I, River Park Estates, which will need to be filled in.

William Spooner
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REPORT & RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
ON LOT SPLIT APPLICATION

WHEREAS, a lot split application was referred to the Planning

Commission by City Administrator in accordance with the provisions of

Chapter 12 of the City Code of the City of Paynesville. The referral of the

Planning Commission was made to allow the Planning Commission an

opportunity to consider possible adverse effects of the proposed lot split and

to make a report and recommendation to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the application for the lot split was submitted by Pay-Del-

Co and signed on its behalf by Patrick Flanders with regard to that certain

parcel of real estate legally described as follows, to-wit:

Lot 1, Block 1, River Park Estates, according to the plat and survey
thereof, on file and of record in the Office of the County Recorder in
and for Stearns County, Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, the lot split application proposes a split off of the overall

plat of Lot 1, Block 1, River Park Estates, which consists of\ \. f)L\'J:res, more

or less, thereby creating two (2) parcels, with the parcel proposed to be

split off being legally described as follows, to-wit:

That part of Lot 1, Block 1, River Park Estates, according to the
recorded plat thereof, Stearns County, Minnesota, described as
follows:

Beginning at the Southeast corner of said Lot 1; thence South
89 °26'12" West along the South line of said Lot 1, a distance of
314.00 feet; thence South 00 °39'05" East continuing along said South
line a distance of 8.00 feet; thence South 89 °26'12" West continuing
along said South line a distance of 175.00 feet; thence North
00 °39'05" West along the Westerly line of said Lot 1, a distance of
188.00 feet; thence North 89 °26'12" East a distance of 489.00 feet to



the East line of said Lot 1; thence South 00 °39'05" East along said
East line, a distance of180. 00 feet to the point ofbeginning.

Containing 2.05 acres, more or less; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission had an opportunity to review the

lot split application on April 1, 2013, and based upon its review, the Planning

Commission makes the following:

REPORT

1) The lot proposed to be split is Lot 1, Block 1, River Park Estates,

according to the recorded plat thereof, Stearns County, Minnesota.

2) The split as proposed will not result in the existence of a non-

buildable lot. The lot is zoned "1-1" - Light Industrial District. The lot, if

split as proposed, would result in the creation of two (2) separate lots, both

of which would exceed the size requirements for a lot within an area zoned

"1-1" - Light Industrial District.

3) The Planning Commission believes that there is a demonstrated

need for the expansion of the business, Spanier Welding, which is in need of

the area proposed to be split off of the main parcel for the expansion of its

business.

4) The proposed use of the portion being split off of Lot 1, Block 1,

River Park Estates, according to the recorded plat thereof, is consistent with

the zoning and the Comprehensive Plan of the City of Paynesville as adopted

by the City Council.



RECOMMENDATION

The Planning Commission recommends that the proposed lot split be

permitted.

DATED: PAYNESVILLE PLANNING COMMISSION

By: _
Daniel Roberts, Chairperson

,tt



REQUEST FOR COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL NAME: Planning Commission

Committee/Council Meeting Date: April 1,2013

Agenda Section: New Business

Originating Department: Administration

Item Number: III - B

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Variance Request - Paynesville Arch, LLC

Prepared by: Staff

COMMENTS:

Please review the attached Variance Application submitted by Paynesville Arch, LLC. They
plan construct a sign and detached shed/trash enclosure. They wish to erect a sign up to
60', but it could be less, but not any more than 60'. They will meet the 5' sign set back, but
not the height restriction of 35'. They also wish to erect a detached shed/trash enclosure
but will not meet the 20' rear set back as they will only be 5' from the property line therefore
needing a 15' variance also the structure will not meet the 10' side set back as they will only
be 5'4" so they will need a 4'6" variance.

As you will read in Attorney Spooner's email the Commission mayor may not want to include
further conditions on the sign. A Report & Recommendation Of The Planning Commission On
Application For Variance is attached for your consideration if conditions are necessary they
will need to be added to the document.

In the preconstruction meeting is was discussed that a statement be added to the Variance
that addresses that the City will allow building within the City's easement, but if work must
be done within the easement and damage is incurred; the costs and expenses for such
would be consumed by Paynesville Arch, LLC. This is being reviewed by Attorney Spooner.

ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS:

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION:

Motion to approve the Report &Recommendation Of The Planning Commission On
Application For Variance.
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cleta~h~d~h.¢.d;tta$h::en,~l()$ijr¢'is'l~lP~t¢.d;Q,tI\li¢·lto.rth~a~t,~p~t.·J);fthw,(pt:Q:P~tijt.;"DU¢::todh~
ttia.n;g~l~r·$h~p~:QfTh~Pto.p~ri;y W~C:~l.tl,Qt)')i~,~~:th~L1'~qJ.1ite.-~\'$,~t~; '\:)@~~!~d,'$~i1rbJ:iita the
request~ddetaehed: she4,and·trashenclQ~ure. We~~ ..r~g:u~tii.1g: aW,,6i~:·si¢le·is.~t ba,ckv~ri~ce
011 the northwest 'comer ofthe detached: shed:andciiia.sl1:ehClosure,and a.l5.';;;O"'reaisetback
va1'ianc,e on the rtortb.¢astconle.r 'ofthettash enct()$).ll;e. YOtlrc~nsi~~ta,tion wj;ththis'V'atl1il:l1¢e
will h..¢lpU$C;Qllstructa.fidly e.l1¢lpsed apd ~~t¢d d.~ta.,Gh¢d' ~he.q;aQ:~~;~$h·e»c:lq$JJt~;.

ril:~;;?i~;~:~~~:~~~~=:s.~:::~~:;~h:S~~1~~~~;~~~:;:~~~~d~~i:::~ft6f~~:::':e.
·: ... ·t:_' .·.·.vi..'bilrt.r Iotth'e M··.·cUohal·ds ':-;"l·:h.•·Si'.·.tfthat'· '.' Quid.' :6t\.....etitLj'.·.the~b.. ·l().bkPd~b,.;:the:B:·· •.Q'Puul.lill $1. "''''J- '. . . .. PJ Q g , . w .."""' .. J." "'.. ,y. . wy

213 ov.el':p'~~s l'epo.nsttu~tio~i~ th~ ~·¢qlJ.~~~i~ ~o.r:~mwtim®:11tetght,~f!6p? .;Q" ·;t'~,~t~,'+'b;¢ f.l~ .
height willbe· determined· bya :site:llne';ins~ec:tion;prov;ided~ythe'~i.gI1':P.Oinpany'.
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¢.(1).$iderqur;re.qq¢Si:f()cth~se'tw()~Qn¢,~ms.. ...
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Jennifer Welling

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

William Spooner [fs-Iaw@clearwire.net]
Tuesday, March 26, 2013 1:39 PM
Renee Eckerly
Jennifer Welling
Paynesville Arch, LLC - Variance Application
MCDONALDS.VARIANCE.REP. REC.3.doc; MCDONALDS.VARIANCE.doc

Attached is a draft of a Report & Recommendation of the Planning Commission on the Paynesville Arch, LLC
application for Variance, together with a draft of a grant of that Variance.

As always, I am drafting these documents assuming that the Council is likely to approve the grant of the
Variance.

In particular, with regard to the height of the sign, the only condition that I have placed on the grant of the
Variance is that the sign be limited to the height Variance applied for.

The question I have is whether there are other conditions that we should be placing on a sign of that height. I
suspect that McDonald's is pretty careful about the proper engineering of their signs, but I am wondering if
there is anything that we should put into the Grant of Variance related to the sign. If our building official was
available to speak to us about this issue, they might have suggestions, and I would be more than happy to
incorporate any reasonable conditions that the building official might think would be appropriate related to a
sign ofthat height. I think it might make sense to talk about the conditions with a representative of the land
owner before we incorporate them into the Grant of Variance document and, if the building official doesn't
think that any other requirements are necessary, of course we could leave the documents as they currently are.

Let me know if there is something more that we might want to incorporate.

William Spooner

1



REPORT & RECOMMENDATION OF PLANNING COMMISSION
ON APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

WHEREAS, the City Administrator has received from Paynesville Arch,

LLC, a Variance Application seeking the following:

A rear yard and side yard setback Variance for the placement of a

structure, 41'4" x 20'8" to be located five (5') feet from the rear lot line and

five feet four inches (5'4") from the side lot line at the closest point, which

placement would be less than the required 20' setback from the rear lot line

and the 10' setback from the side lot line contained in City Code Chapter 11,

Section 11.41, Subd. 5(A); and placement of a poly site sign 60' in height,

which is a Variance from the maximum sign height limitation of 35' set forth

in City Code Chapter 11, Section 11.14, Subd. 20; and

WHEREAS, Paynesville Arch, LLC, is the owner of that certain parcel of

real estate located at 685 Opportunity Park Drive, Paynesville, Minnesota,

56362; and

WHEREAS, this parcel of property is more particularly identified as

Parcel No. 70.39210.0103 and is legally described as follows, to-wit:

Lot 1, Block 2, Opportunity Park, according to the plat and
survey thereof on file and ofrecord in the Office of the County
Recorder in and for Stearns County, Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, the property in question is zoned "C-2" - Highway

Commercial District; and



WHEREAS, City Code Chapter 11, Section 11.41, Subd. 5(A), requires

a 20' setback from the rear property line; and

WHEREAS, City Code Chapter 11, Section 11.41, Subd. 5(A), requires

a 10' setback from side property lines; and

WHEREAS, the structure proposed to be placed is 41'4" by 20'8" and is

a detached shed structure, the proposed placement of which requires a 4'6"

side setback Variance at the structure's closest location to the side boundary

line, and a 15'0" rear setback variance; and

WHEREAS, the sign proposed to be placed on the above-premises

would exceed the height limitation of City Code Chapter 11, Section 11.14,

Subd. 20, which has a maximum height allowance of 35', requiring a

variance of 25' for the proposed sign height of 60'; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission believes that the owner's

proposed use of the property is reasonable; and

WHEREAS, the setback issues are due to circumstances unique to the

property and that the property is somewhat pie shaped in nature; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds that the Variance as

requested, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality;

and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds that the proposed use of the

property is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the zoning

ordinance, and the Variance as sought by the property owner will not change



the fact that the proposed use is in harmony with the general purposes and

intent of the ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission is satisfied that the strict

enforcement of the requirements of the zoning ordinance with regard to the

rear and side setback and the sign height limitation would cause the owner

practical difficulties with the use of the property.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Planning Commission recommends granting

the Variance as requested.

PAYNESVILLE PLANNING COMMISSION

By: _

Daniel Roberts Chairperson



REQUEST FOR COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL NAME: Planning Commission

Committee/Council Meeting Date: April 1, 2013

Agenda Section: Old Business

Originating Department: Administration

Item Number: IV - A

ITEM DESCRIPTION:

Prepared by: Staff

COMMENTS:

Opportunity Park 2nd Addition - Preliminary Plat

Please review the attached Preliminary Plat Application submitted by the City of Paynesville
to plat the Outlot A of Opportunity Park into 5 lots zoned C-2 Hwy Commercial.

ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS:

COMMITTEE/COUNCIL ACTION:

Motion to set the Opportunity Park 2nd Addition - Preliminary Plat Public Hearing for Monday,
May 6, 2013 at 6:35 p.m.



CITY OF PAYNESVILLE
PRELIMINARY PLAT APPLICATION
221 Washburne Ave."'" Paynesville, MN 56362

Phone: 320-243-3714"'" Fax: 320-243-3713

Name of Subdivision: (Y \? fov+uw~~b&v t:.- Z .....~ I4J.JJ/.,. ~l 0''''
List All Property Owners: C:"t--y b{- /{,v f/ 'e $ v/ll'e

Contact Person: '=& -e..h~'L e-cAL"tvt¥.< C/'bt v'Jd WI; IA.l J f-ve..'!-o-

Address: ~~ l 'W4.S k lz(')Vk~ ;4vc- I ~hV!JV; fie.. mt/U ~--G"JG ,

Telephone No.: 'Z~3· 37/ Y

Legal Description: {!)kJ +1" t- 4- g (0 clC.. I
I

Number of Lots: Proposed Zone: Application Fee: $150.00

5
(non-refundable) These are the fees

C~~
incurred per document: Advertising $48.00
(average), Postage $33.00 (average), Legal
$123.00 (average), totaling $204.00.

PRELIMINARY PLAT
o The application must contain all information found in Section 12.07 Preliminary Plat, Subdivision 1, and

Subdivision 2 found in the attached Ordinance No. 86, 2nd Series.
o Submit application and fee with three (3) large and one (1) reproducible 8.5" x 11" copies of the plat at

least ten (10) business days prior to the Regular Planning Commission meeting.

Date

-----------------...----------------------------------------:0-------------------------------------------------------------..:.--------------------

For Office Use Only.
Application Fee: $150.00 Cash _ Check No. _ Date Paid-----
Present To City Administrator & Set Date for Public Hearing.
Planning Public Hearing Date: Council Makes Determination Date: _

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:
Recommended to Council

CITY COUNCIL ACTION:

Approved

Approved

Denied

Denied

Date:

Date:

12/29/2009

Date Application Received In Office:
(Stamp)
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